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DETAILED ACTION 
Prosecution History Summary 

• Claims 1-2, 4-6, 8-9 and 54-58 are pending in the instant application. 

• Claims 10-53 have been cancelled without prejudice. 

• Claims 55-58 have been added. 

• Claims 1-2 and 54-58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

• Claims 4-6, 8 and 9 are allowable over the prior art of record. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-2 and 54-58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Srinivasan (U.S. Patent No. 7,047,210) in view of Ortega (U.S. 

Patent No. 6,549,904). 

Referring to claim 1 . Srinivasan discloses a method of monitoring information 
maintained at an intermediary web site (Srinivasan: Fig. 1, "Scan Site 18") on a 
computer network (Srinivasan: Fig. 1, "16") about items being auctioned at a plurality of 
remotely located auction sites (Srinivasan: column 3, lines 54-64, "Auction site 22 may 
include a plurality of auction sites and may also be running in the same site as scan site 
18.") on the computer network, wherein the information is displayable to users . 
accessing the intermediary web site via the computer network (Srinivasan: column 3 t 
line 65 to column 4, line 10). 

Srinivasan does not expressly disclose a method of updating auction information. 

Ortega discloses a method of updating auction information, the method 
comprising: 

• Obtaining auction item data that has changed since a previous time for auctions 
currently being conducted at a respective auction site, wherein the auction site 
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includes a data engine that is configured to obtain data about each item currently 
being auctioned at the auction site, and wherein a web site includes an agent 
that is configured to communicate with and retrieve auction item data from a 
auction site data engine (Ortega: abstract, "The notification system periodically 
determines whether any new auctions satisfy a selection specification by 
submitting a query to an auction database and then notifies the users when new 
auctions are identified. The notification may include a list of auctions that is 
sorted based on access patterns of users who are presented with lists of 
auctions using selection specifications with similar category, attribute, or keyword 
values."), comprising: 

o Establishing a TCP/IP connection (Ortega: Fig. 4, "403") between the 

agent (Ortega: Fig. 4, "402") and each respective data engine (Ortega: 

Fig. 4, "404"); and 

o Sending an HTTP request from the agent (Ortega: Fig. 4, "402") to each 
respective data engine via the TCP/IP connection to obtain auction item 
data that has changed since a previous time (Ortega: at least column 5, 
line 66 to column 7, line 44, "The request notification component inputs 
selection specifications from users and stores those selection 
specifications in the selection specification database. The send notification 
component periodically determines whether any new auctions satisfy each 
selection specification in the selection specification database. When a new 
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auction is identified for a selection specification, the notification system 
notifies the users who are mapped to that selection specification."); 
o Extracting keywords from the obtained item data (Ortega: Fig. 1); and 
o Storing the extracted keywords, wherein the stored keywords are 

searchable by users accessing the intermediary web site (Ortega: column 
4, line 58 to column 5, line 18). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have incorporated 
the invention of Srinivasan in a method for updating auction item data (as taught by 
Ortega) in order to fulfill a need for Internet based auctions in which the basic principles 
of supply and demand are followed more accurately than existing Internet based 
auctions (Srinivasan: column 1, lines 42-45). 

Referring to claim 2 . Srinivasan in view of Ortega discloses a method according 
to claim 1 as indicated supra. Ortega further discloses a method wherein obtaining 
auction item data that has changed since a previous time is performed at predetermined 
time intervals (Ortega: column 10, lines 27-29). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have incorporated 
the invention of Srinivasan in a method for updating auction item data (as taught by 
Ortega) in order to fulfill a need for Internet based auctions in which the basic principles 
of supply and demand are followed more accurately than existing Internet based 
auctions (Srinivasan: column 1, lines 42-45). 
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Referring to claim 54-58 . The limitations of claim 54-58 closely parallel those of 
claims 1-2. Claims 54-58 are rejected under the same rationale as set forth above in 
claims 1-2. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-2 and 54-58 are not persuasive. 

The Attorney argues that neither reference discloses making the items being 
auctioned displayable to users accessing an Intermediary web site. 

The Examiner notes, in operation, scan site 18 monitors auction site 22 to 
compare the lists of products desired by buyer 12 with the list of products being 
auctioned by seller 14. Auction site 22 may include a plurality of auction sites and may 
also be running in the same site as scan site 18. 

The Examiner further notes, view items GUI screen 68 is displayable upon the 
buyer selecting view auction items button 41 in main menu screen 40 or view items 
button 66 in wanted to buy menu screen 64. View items screen 68 includes the same 
information found in Auction site 22, and therefore makes the items being auctioned 
displayable to users accessing the Intermediary web site. 

The Attorney argues that Ortega does not disclose obtaining auction data from a 
plurality of auction sites. 

The Examiner notes, Srihivasan was used to show this feature (Srinivasan: 
column 3, lines 54-64, "Auction site 22 may include a plurality of auction sites and may 
also be running in the same site as scan site 18."). 

The Attorney argues that Ortega does not disclose extracting keywords from the 
obtained auction item data. 
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The Examiner notes, Ortega was cited to show extracting keywords from the 
obtained item data (Ortega: Fig. 1), not extracting keywords from the obtained auction 
item data. In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). 

The Attorney argues that Ortega does not disclose storing the extracted 
keywords. 

The Examiner notes, the notification system of the web server receives, 
normalizes, and stores the keywords (Ortega: column 4, line 58 to column 5, line 18). 
The Attorney further argues that Ortega does not disclose storing the extracted 
keywords wherein each stored keyword is associated with an item currently being 
auction . In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). 



The Attorney argues that the keywords are not searchable. 
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The Examiner notes, FIG. 2 illustrates a sample notification message that is sent 
via electronic mail to a user. In this example, the electronic mail message 200 includes 
an indication of the selection specification 201 and includes links 202 to the auction web 
pages that satisfy the selection specification. To identify the auctions that satisfy the 
selection specification, the server submits a query to an auction database and receives 
a query result that lists the auctions that satisfy the query. In this example, the query 
may specify to search for auctions that contain both "Barbie" and "1960" in a description 
field. "Barbie" and "1960" are keywords. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew S. Gart whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3955. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 9-6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeff Smith can be reached on 571-272-6763. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

MSG 

Primary Examiner 
December 7, 2006 




